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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security responsi%Qe %%r
: conducting liaison with all DDO area
divisions and the DDO Technical Requirements
25X1A Officer in establishing and validating
il priorities. .

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 1 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security

PDivision/0B
EVALUATION: - DATE: :
' yard /%4.’7f
What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 25X1A
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? " Yes )K No

Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

by (D_?’C??

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No _
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it 1is still necessary? Yes ‘)( No
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ No_¥

If so, how?

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why?

Can another component do the activity more .efficiently? Less'costly?
More properly? Yes -No 1f so, which component and why?

7

Does the activity include anﬂthing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No__, If so, what? : -

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size oT discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No

I1f so, how?

ursued by 0S that you feel is moTre

Is there any activity not now being p
If so, what?. - eTE

important than -this one?  Yes_ No
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible
25X1A for scheduling an effective|llll program '
which best serves the consumer and provides
the optimum utilization of available manpower.

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 2 COMPONENT:OS/PTOS/Techniéal Security
’ Division/OB

EVALUATION: DATE:

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

I e
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

Qj)\/~<7 (DDO?
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes_ X No

Do (es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No
Car the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes <~ No X

If so, how?

Do'ybu féel that reSponsigiiify féi‘the'étiifiﬁ&wéhﬁulamﬁéffféﬂéféf}éd“"
+o another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No X
1f so, where and why?

Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No ¥ If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include an}thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No §£ If so, what? ‘

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size oT discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X
If so, how?

" Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S5 that _you feel is more
~ important than this one? Yes No X If so, what? T

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY:

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 3 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security
‘ Division/0B

EVALUATION: : DATE: :

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

25X1Av'

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes VC No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

ij«*7 (DDO)

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes >( No

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes_ X No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No X_
If so, how? N

'hDo'ydu'féel fhéf'respbﬁéiﬁiiify‘fdr‘fﬁé.écfivit&.ShbﬁiawbgifféﬁSfé}féd'ﬁmﬂ
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No_Y
1f so, where and why?

Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No 'K If so, which component and why?

-~

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No X _ If so, what? :

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X
If so, how?

.. Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more
" . important than this one? Yes _ . No X If so, what? . L
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY:

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 4 COMPONENT:OS/PTOS/Technicél Security
Division/OB

EVALUATION: DATE:

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

( DD o)

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes K No
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less cestly? Yes No ¥

If so, how?

Do you féel that responsibility fér'fhe“ééfi§if§~$ﬁ6ﬁla:Bé'frénéféf%éésw'
+o another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No_ X
I1f so, where and why?

Can another component do the activity more  efficiently?  Less costly?
More properly? Yes No K 1f so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No_ X If so, what?

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X
If so, how? »

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more
“important than this one? Yes No~ A If so, what? =™ = = oo
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible
for procuring and maintaining specialized '

25X1A e%gipment and catalogs in the field for
the use and information of foreign govern-
ments approved for liaison with the Agency. -

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 5 COMPONENT:OS/PTOS/Technicél Security
Division/0OB

EVALUATION: , DATE:

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

B @0

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes K No
Do (es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still neceSsary? Yes "X No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No_y
If so, how? i

Do yddvféei fhaf'respbnéibiiity fdf‘the éétivit&léﬁoﬁidhbé'iréﬁéféffédn”:
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No_ x
If so, where and why? |

Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Lessvcostly?
More properly? Yes No_ X If so, which component and why?

N\

Does the activity include an&thing'questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No X If so, what? :

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No_ X
If so, how?

:~ Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more

important than this one? Yes ~ No_ A If so, what? : :

- Approved For Release 2000/09/02 :‘CIA-RDP83BOO823R00070002_0025-2
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IDL\TIFIC£ ION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible

for briefing and -training approved foreign

25X1A goyernment intelligence service personnel
in techniques at the request of DDO
components.
ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 6 COMPONENT:OS/PTOS/Techniéal Security
' D1v151on/OB

EVALUATION: DATE:

What is (are) our reference(s) fo ate(s)?

- 25X1A

Is (are) the reference(s) still in rorce- es No
Who is (are) the benef1c1ary(1es) of this activity?
Eg =y ¢ DD O
Do you feel the acfivity is still necessary? Yes X _ No |
Do (es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes Y No
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No X

If so, how?

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No X
If so, where and why?

Can another component do the activity more.efficiently? Lessvcostly?
More properly? Yes No_ X If so, which compjfgnt and why?

Does the activity include an}thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No E If so, what? ‘

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No K
If so, how?

Is there any activity not now being pursued by O0S that you fcel is more
important than this one? Yes .NO ZS- If so, uhﬂLV S

Apprdved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY:

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 7 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security
_ Division/OB
EVALUATION: DATE: ‘ :
25X1A L o

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the réference(s) still in force? Yes X No’
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

%pro

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X_ No

- Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ‘X No
Can- the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes - _ No_x

If so, how?

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No x
If so, where and why? N

Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No_ X If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anithing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No X  If so, what? :

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X
If so, how? A

-.. Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more

~important than this one? - Yes ~ No__ A If so, what?

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible

for providi dvice and guidance to Agency
25X1A facilities “overseas on

technical security matters by correspondence,

cables and dispatches.

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 8 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/0OB

EVALUATION: 20X1A  DATE: .

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X - No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

%}bbo
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes_ X No

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes N

o_Y

If so, how?

Do ydu féel that respoﬁsibiiity for the,acti§if# should bé.tfahéféffé&

to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No_ X
If so, where and why? : -

AY

Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly?

More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No X If so, what? ‘

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No_X
If so, how?

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 03 that you feel 1s more

" important than this one? Yes No A If so, what?. -
. AY N 3

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83800823R00070.00"2'0025-2
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible
for maintaining continuing liaison with '
other government agencies and selected
representatives of commerical 1ndustry on
matters and equipment.

25X1C

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B,'(a) g COMPONENT:OS/PTOS/Techniéal Security

25X1A D1V151on/OB

EVALUATION: DATE:

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes K~ No
Who is (are) the benef1c1ary(1es) of this activity?

Do you feel the activity is still necessary7 Yes X_ No-
Do (es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ~ X No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No
N

If so, how?

Do you feel théf réspdnﬁigiiétyhfor the‘activiff’ﬁhoﬁld'bebfraﬁsferfédﬁ'”v
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes " No 4;
If so, where and why?

Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Lessvcostly?
More properly? Yes No Y If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anythlng questionable in the lloht of
Watergate? Yes No K If so, what?

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X
If so, how? ' A

Is -there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you fcel is more
_ 1mportant than this one?  Yes No A If so, what? :

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83BOO823R000700020025-2
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'IDENTIFICK¥&ON OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible
for developing Agency Technical Security
policy regarding the use of various types
of telephone systems, music systems, type-
writers, intercoms and other office equipment.

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 10 COMPONENT :0S/PT0S/Technical Security
’ Division/OB

EVALUATION: ‘ : DATE:

/

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?
| _ - 25X1A

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X  No

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still neceSsary? Yes ‘¥ No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No K"
If so, how? :

Do vou feel that feSponSibiiity for the acti§itf should be transferred
to another 0S5 component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? oY

Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less‘costly?
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No X? If so, what?

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes ~ No}(
If so, how?

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more
- important than this one? Yes _ No, 5 If so, what? oo

e
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY:

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/OB
EVALUATION: ‘ DATE: '
What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? .
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No
- Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?
DDO

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No
~Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes K No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No (
If so, how? N

Do you feéel théf'reéponéiﬁiiify for the actiﬁity should be transferred
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why?

Can another component do the activity more .efficiently? Less'costly?
More properly? Yes No x If so, which component and why?

~

Does the activity include an thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No X{ If so, what? - ‘

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how?

«. Is there any activity not%gpw being pursued by 0S that you feel is more
"+ ...important -than this one?" Yes -~ No & If so, what?

—-
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTEX%?X:

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 14 COMPONENT:OS/PTOS/Technidal Security

Division/OB

EVALUATION: DATE: o

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

25X1A

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes 7§_ No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

~ 'Wtbcz

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes al No .

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No x
If so, how? N

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No X
If so, where and why? o

Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No_ X If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include anithing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No K If so, what? : '

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No &
If so, how?

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you;feel,iS*mofgﬁﬁ
important than this one? Yes - No_ K .-If so, what? -~ " .77 .
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: “The Office of Security componen sponsible
-~ for providing escort to maintenance personnel

working in the DCI complex and inspection
of the areas of interest following such work.

(a) 15 COMPONENT :0S/PT0S/Technical Security

'ACTIVITY CODE: III, B,
' , Division/OB
EVALUATION: | . DATE: e

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

- I e
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No —

Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?
- d<T

Do ybu feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No A

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it js still necessary? Yes ')( No .

Can: the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes x _ No_____
I1f so, how? _

v éﬁk/ éVAOQD

the activity should be transferred

Do you feel that responsibility for
No 25X1A -

to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes
If so, where and why? _ ay, uww@mii;&a
TnansFee.  7»  DCT Pasta cdhine S92, Pioeat qetn mek € A
ﬂ'wmg Qlao—~ Mo~ GSo/S ot oty J/?u\.bc'rwrf\ﬂ”\(- '
Can another component do the actiyity more .efficiently?. Less costly?
‘More properly? Yes X No 1f so, which component and why?

Does the activity include an\thing questionable in the iight of
Watergate? Yes No % If so, what?. : -

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size OT discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes . No

If so, how?

-Is there any activitylndt now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more
© . -important than this one? Yes. ?k)'% I1f so, what? - e

~ Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY:

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 13 COMPONENT:OS/PTOS/Technicél Security

: Division/OB
EVALUATION: DATE: -
29 e 75 -

What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?
25X1A

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X{ No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

“doT Q—o\/\%_ﬂd«\(

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes i No

If so, how?
-S;g_ Belo"

. ’ ) ~ ‘I.",A’ e 'V;»“";";t- ‘g,:’«. . *' . N . . ) ".- . . N . . .

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes X No
If so, where and why?

See 1117, B, @) 15

Can another component do the activity more  efficiently? Lessléostly?
More properly? Yes Z Pkyi% If so, which component and why?

Saa. s

Does the activity include an~thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? '

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No KX
If so, how?

Is there ahy'activity not now being pursued by QS that you feel is more
important than this one?  Yes No If so,: what? o o

~ Approved For Release 2000/09/02 ; CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2.




IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security componen

& - - ] ’
- Approved For Release 2000/09/0 | 8- ' .
[09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R )
e y ] %PO7OqP%Q%¥%ﬁsible
or providing daily inspection of the offices
of the DCI and other senior personnel of

Do you feel that reéponéigffity for the activity should be transferred

Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly?

the Agency.
ACTIVITY CODE: 1II, B, (a) i2 COMPONENT:OS/PTOS/TechniCal Security
Division/0B

EVALUATION: | : " DATE:
What is (are) our reference(s%5§ﬁi\this activity? Date(s)?

1s (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X VNo
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No v
Do (es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary: Yes X No
Can the activity be done more efficiently oT jess costly? Yes_X No

If so, how? E thﬂqp*f“

to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes X No
1f so, where and why? ’ .

Los. T 3LK) IS

More properly? Yes X_ No 1f so, which component and why?
Lo R (7 NN . - ’

Does the activity include an&thing questionable jn the light of
Watergate? Yes No_X 1f so, what? : '

PO

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size O discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
1f so, how?

Is there any activity not now being purgyed by 0Ss that you feel is more

important than this one? Yes__ . No /\ 1f so, what?

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : GIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2
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EPP&?E%5.0007000@02&-€RET

ROUTING AND RECORD SHEET

RECEIVED

SUBJECT: (Optional)
FROM: 25X1A EXTENSION | NO.

“Mr. yem

Policy x5311
10 March 1975
TO: (Officer designation, room number, and DATE
building) OFFICER'S COMMENTS (Number each comment to show from whom
INITIALS to whom. Draw a line across column after each comment.}

FORWARDED

1.
A¥Chief, Technical

(f)

Security Division/OR

" €fops 1

TN

7

10.

11.

12.

14.

15.

FORM
3-62

PO Ret
610 "5 [ ] SECRET

Under Objective B57104 the
Office of Security will re-
view and validate all Officg
of Security functions,
activities...to ensure effeq
tiveness, economy and
efficiency. The attached
documents represent two
milestones under that objec-
tive. Milestone 1, the
components identified their
functions and activities.
Milestone 2 was establishmer
of a format for evaluating
these...activities. It is
requested that Technical
Security Division review
the attachment and:

a) Certify that there are
no deletions/corrections
additions to be made to
the previous listing
submitted by your office
Review the Identificatiog
of Activity statement on
each evaluation sheet to
ensure it fully equals

to the comparable activif

b)

from your offices listing.

c) Use the attached format
to evaluate each individy
activity.
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